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February 19 , 1991 
Ms. Mary Noonan 
Utah Court of Appeals 
4 00 Midtown Plaza 
230 South 500 East 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84102 
Dear Ms. Noonan: 
Re: State v. Weaver 
Case No. 900284-CA 
Pursuant to Rule 24 (j) of the Utah Rules of Appellate 
Procedure, Defendant/Appellant Michael S. Weaver cites the following 
supplemental authority in support of his argument that a separate 
analysis under the Utah Constitution is both proper and permissible. 
See Appellant's reply brief, Point I.A. 
1) Michigan v. Long, 463 U.S. 1032, 1042-43 n.8 (1983) 
("The state courts are required to apply federal 
constitutional standards . . .") 
2) U.S. Const, art. VI 
3) Oregon v. Hass, 420 U.S. 714, 719 (1975) (emphasis 
in original) ("a State is free as a matter of its 
own law to impose greater restrictions on police 
activity than those this Court holds to be 
necessary upon federal constitutional standards"). 
Ms. Mary Noonan 
February 19, 1991 
Page Two 
4) State v. Bobo, 149 Utah Adv. Rep. 67, 70 n.5 (Utah 
App. 1990) (plus the authorities cited therein) 
Respectfully submitted, 
Ronald S. Fujino 
Attorney for Appellant Weaver 
